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1 . Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 1 has been amended to remove the reference to the sides being defined 
relative to a "peripheral direction" of the drum and rather now defines that the one side 
is "provided opposite to the other side with respect to a radial direction of the drum". 
The original disclosure, however, does not define the relation between the sides in this 
manner, this representing subject matter which was not described in the specification in 
such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention, i.e. it is considered to be new matter. Note in particular that defining opposite 
sides with respect to "a radial direction of the drum" is inclusive of any two portions of 
the drum as long as a radial line can be drawn between them. Thus, for example, this 
now reads on the two sides being two opposite lateral edges of the drum, their being no 
implicit or explicit indication that applicant had possession of the invention defined in 
this manner. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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3. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Suda 
et al. (US 2003/0051794) taken alone or further in view of Hitotsuyanagi et al. (US 
2002/0046796). 

The rejection is maintained for the same reasons set forth in the last office action. 
The output of the two conveying paths 236/238 are clearly spaced from one another 
relative to the laying surface, which laying surface can be a drum (note again esp. 
paragraph [0135]). As such, the two sides can be defined opposite to a radial direction 
of the drum. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 1-3-2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive, at least as regards the remaining rejection. The prior art rejections over JP 
'509 and Tourtellotte et al. have however been withdrawn in view of applicant's 
response/amendment. 

With respect to the rejection over Suda et al., applicant has argued that the 

examiner has mixed and matched features of two separate embodiments. In particular 

discussion of the figs. 19-20 embodiment, it is argued that it is deficient because it does 

not disclose a drum and thus cannot guide strips to opposite sides of the drum. These 

arguments are unpersuasive. As noted in the rejection, Suda et al. expressly indicates 

that a belt-forming drum can be used in place of the conveyor belt (paragraph [0135]), 

this being expressly in the context of the "third embodiment" - namely the belt 

manufacturing system of figs. 16-29. The discussion of figs. 14-15 is noted but does not 

relate to the embodiment of Suda et al. at issue. It is also argued that: 

"Moreover, the rollers 236, 238 (asserted as first and second conveying paths) 
do not guide the cut strips to one side and to another side of the drum, the one 



Application/Control Number: 10/543,192 
Art Unit: 1791 



Page 4 



side provided opposite to the other side with respect to a radial direction of the 
drum. Instead, as shown in FIGS. 19, 20, 23, and 24, the strips appear to be 
provided at a same side with respect to the radial direction of the drum. 
Specifically, the strips in this embodiment are provided in opposite directions on 
the conveyor 205 by rotating the strip laying head 220." (emphasis in original). 

This argument has been considered but is unpersuasive. The output of the two 
conveying paths 236/238 are clearly spaced from one another relative to the laying 
surface, which laying surface can be a drum (note again esp. paragraph [0135]). As 
such, the two sides can be defined opposite to a radial direction of the drum. 
Additionally, the argument that FIGS. 19, 20, 23 and 24 only show strips being provided 
on the same side is plainly incorrect at least with respect to figs. 19 and 20 - clearly fig. 
19 shows the strips being guided along path 236 while fig. 20 shows the strips being 
guided along the path 238, these paths clearly being spaced from one another. 
Additionally, while it is correct that figs. 23 and 24 guide the strips to the same side (e.g. 
note paragraph [0121] which suggests that figs. 23-26 show the strip being guided by 
236/237), it is emphasized that in the second laying (figs. 27/28), the strip is 
guided/applied by 238/239. In other words, the two conveying paths are designed to 
apply the strips in successive oppositely inclined belt layers in much the same manner 
that applicant's two paths are used to apply the strip in successive oppositely angled 
belt layers. These arguments are therefore unpersuasive. 

The argument that the drum only rotates in one direction in Figs. 1 1 and 12 of 
Suda et al. is mixing embodiments. At issue is the figs. 16-29 embodiments which 
again indicate that to lay the inclined strips, the conveyor 205 is moved both forward 
and backward (e.g. compare figs. 23 and 25 as well as paragraph [0122]). Further, 
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again, Suda et al. indicates that a belt-forming drum can be used in place of the 
conveyor belt (paragraph [0135]). As such, when using a belt drum as the laying 
surface, it is considered that the ordinary artisan would have found it obvious to provide 
the ability for the drum to rotate in both forward and reverse directions in order to be 
able to effectively lay the inclined strips in the analogous manner as used with the 
conveyor belt 205. Again, such is especially true in view of Hitotsuyanagi et al., which is 
also directed to forming an inclined cord ply by successive laying cord material and in 
particular suggests laying on either a flat surface (fig. 8) or a drum (fig. 1 1 ), opposite 
drum rotation directions being shown to be understood as an alternative to opposite 
movement directions of the flat surface (note directions "Y" in each figure). A device as 
required by claim 1 is therefore still considered obvious. 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Geoffrey L. Knable whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1220. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on 571-272-1226. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Geoffrey L. Knable/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 

G. Knable 
March 30, 2008 



